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the public of Smith’s libelous book being on sale, 


VoL. XViKF. MONTPELIER, VT., FRIDAY, JULY 31, 1846. 
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€ Origtnal. ) nomination by no meaas approve of the course he 
A Discourse, has pursued in this matter ; and I should, there-| which we su 


BY A, R, ABBOTT. 


Delivered in the Union Meeting Howse, Swiftwater 
Village, Bath, N. H., Sunday, June 28, 1846, in 
review of an allack upon Universalsm, made in the 
same house, some weeks previously, by Rev. Mr. 
Loveland, Methodist. 


** He that is first in his own cause seemeth just ; but his 
neighbor cometh and searcheth him.’’—Prov. xviii. 17. 


Tivose who have listened to the discourses which 


it has been our privilege to deliver in this place, 
will bear us testimony that we have always spoken 
with kindness and respect of the different denom- 
inations of Christians from whom we differ in opin- 
ion. When we have had occasion to speak of 
certain principles, which are held and inculcated 
as Christianity, we have spoken freely, and stated 
our own convictions honestly and conscientiously, 
as every man, who claims to be a Christian, is 
bound to do. 

More than this: we have sometimes, perhaps, 
spoken with some degree of severity. But we 
have studiously avoided any effort to identify any 
denomination with the principles of which we have 
spoken. It has been our object thus far—and we 
hope it may ever be our object—to convince our 
hearers, rather than to irritate them ; to lay be- 
fore them the beauties and the riches of the Gos- 
pel of Christ, rather than to hold up before them, 
as an object of ridicule, any of the various sects 
of Christian worshippers. We differ from them, it 
is true, in some prominent paints of faith ; but if 
there is any rule of Christian charity or Christian 
duty, which will justify us in making their faith a 
subject of ridicule, because they differ from us, I 
confess I have yet to learn the fact. If there is 
any precept, or any command, in the Gospel of 
Jesus which teaches such a course of procedure, 
I have not yet found it. 

When a man, professedly engaged in the Gos- 

pel ministry, so far forgets the sacredness of his 
office as to resort unblushingly to the foulest slan- 
ders, and utters the most bare-faced falsehoods, 
that he may bring ignominy and reproach upon 
another denomination, we may be assured of two 
things. (1.) We may be sure he is utterly desti- 
tute of the pure spirit of Christianity, or he would 
certainly be restrained from pursuing a course so 
utterly inconsistent with the highest principles of 
those doctrines inculcated by Jesus and his apos- 
tles ; and, (2.) We may be sure that, from some 
cause or other,—either from the strength of the 
cause which he attacks, or from his ignorance of 
the arguments by which it is sustained, or from 
mental imbecility in himself ;—from these, or 
from some other causes, we may be sure his argu- 
ments are the best he can find for the work he 
proposes to do. 

We propose, at the present time, to review a 
discourse against Universalists ; though the per- 
son who delivéted it—I cannot say, the author of 
it—pretended that it was against Universalism. 
It was delivered, quite recently in this place, by 
a Mr. Loveland, professedly with the design of 
showing that Universalism and Infidelity were the 
same. I may have occasion to speak somewhat 
plainly, perhaps severely, of the hard things which 
he has said of us; but | shall speak of him and of 
the arguments—if they can be so called. —which 


fore, do injustice to them if I should either charge 
| them with approving his unprovoked attack upon 
us, or holding such sentiments as he has promul- 
gated and defended upon other occasions. How- 
ever sharply I may rebuke him, or however se- 
verely I may handle the things he has said of us, 
|if there are any here who are his brethren in the 
Church, they will understand that I speak,of hin, 
'not of them, or their denomination ;—of wha. he 
| has said, and not of their religious opinions, 

1. It may not be uninteresting to the hearer if 
we say a few words relative to the history of Mr. 
L.’s discourse, and the extensive research which 
it indicates, on his* part, into the doctrines and 
publications of our denomination. It is certainly 
no more than simple justice that he should have 
the credit of all the labor he has performed, and 
all the originality he can justly claim, in his at- 
tack upon Universalists. I think, however, if he 
had been aware how perfectly familiar we are 
with the, course he has pursued, he would have 
taken some different one, even at the expense of 
some little labor and thought. 

In the Spring of 1841, Rev. E. F. Hatfield, a 
Presbyterian clergyman of the city of N. Y., pub- 
lished a work, entitled, ‘‘ Universalism as it is.” 
It was filled with just such things as have ever 
been said against us since we becémé a denomin- 
ation ; and an attempt was made by the author 
to bolster up his absurdities by garbled extracts 
from quite a number of our publications. But he 
stated so many. things notoriously false, and so 
misrepresented the authors hem he pretended to 
quote, that he wholly overshot his mark ;—his 
effort was a total failure ; for his book carried to 
the mind of every candid reader its own refuta- 
tion. What the extent of its circulation has been, 
I have no means of kaowing ; but in less than a 
year after its publication, m the city where it was 
published, and where its author resided, it was 
sold, at the “‘ New York Trade Sales,” at five 
cents a copy, though the publisher’s price was 
one dollar acopy. We m 

haps, that the book met with a very unfavor- 
able'reception ; and that the public did not place 
a very high estimate on Mr. Hatfield’s efforts to 
demolish Universalism. 

Not long afterwards, Matthew H. Smith re- 
nounced Universalism the second or third time, 
|joined the Congregationalists, and wrote a book 
against those whom he had so recently left, in 
which he said any thing and every thing which he 
thought could injure us, or help the sale of his in- 
famous book. It was a very nalural mistake in 
him, that he so far underrated the moral sentiment 
and good judgment of the community, as to ruin 
the sale of his book, by overstocking it with false- 
hood, misrepresentation and abuse. Perhaps we 
cannot do better than to give you the following 
short article from a Methodist paper printed at 
Boston, touching this matter :— 

** Matthew H. Smith, who has been all round 
the lot, a little while every thing, and not long 
any one thing, seems to be in hot water at Nash- 
ua, N. H., where now he is settled as an Ortho- 
dox clergyman. We should judge from the 
Christian Register, that Matthew’s character at 
Nashua was in keeping with the history of his for- 
mer life. He is now professedly Orthodox. He 








he has used. I shall hold Aim res ible, though was last a Universalist, to which denomination he 


1 
the discourse was not his own ; for he saw fit to 
retail the slanders of other men, whem he had 
good reason to believe they were utterly false. [ 
wish this to be understood. I shall not ident 
Mr. L. with the denomination to which he belongs; 
for I have reason to believe that many of that de- 





ify | against 


lias twice belonged. When his influence was 
just about wholly lost with them, he went over to 
the Orthodox and published a book of scandal 

ingt those with whom he had last associated 
as Christian brethren. We publicly refer to this 
man in this Way, because we incautiously notified 





conclude from this, | 


pposed was only a polemical attack 
on the theology of the Universalists. But on 
reading it we found it a tissue of gross personali- 
ties, and of low charges against respectable indi- 
viduals and societies, having really nothing to do 
with the theological views of those whom he at- 
tacked, We wish to wipe our hands from any 
participation in such a course. We would be 
happy to see what we think erroneous in the 
creed of Universalists refuted and put down ; but 
we will never be a party to any attack on the mor 
als and characters of a class of men, who, as far 
as we know, stand as high on these points as any 
of their more orthodox neighbors.” 

This is what the editor of tiie “* Olive Branch?” 
says of Mr. Smith’s book, ~ He calls it “ libelous,” 
‘* scandalous,” a “‘ tissue of gross personalities.” 
It was published and sold at first for a dollar a 
copy ; then at fifty cents a copy ; and by strenu- 
ous exertion, on the part of the publishers, quite 
a number of them were forced into circulation. 
But this need not surprise any one when it is 
known that the work was sold in Boston at public 
auction for five cents per dozen. 

In the Spring of 1844, if I mistake not, a Mr. 
Hill, of Sarracappa, Me., published a sermon com- 
piled of extracts from these two volumes of Mr. 
Hatfield and Mr. Smith. He selected their vilest 
slanders, theiv. grossest misrepresentations, and 
their most glaring absurdities. and wove together. 
his borrowed laurels into a crown worthy of his 
own brow. Not one particle of evidence can be 
found in his sermog’ to indicate that he had the 
least acquaintance either with the doctrines or 
publications of Universalists, except what he had 
gleaned from these two volumes written by our 
professed enemies. He has the same 28 
and endeavors to sustain them by the same gar- 
bled extracts and misrepresentations. And if he 
had read any thing more than these two volumes 
on the subject of Universalism, he has failed te 
present the least evidence of the fact in the sér- 
mon. [Perhaps this statement should be qualified 
alittle. Ithink Mr. Hill’s sermon contains twe 
‘or three references to publications of more recent 
date than the works of Hatfield and Smith. But 
his investigations, aside from these two works, are 
evidently too insignificant to merit a ‘notice. | 
And yet, with the most admirable simplicity, he 
says, near the close of his discourse, “I confess, 
that before I commenced this examination, I was 
profoundly ignorant of the true character of the 
system.” There was no necessity of his saying 
that ; and we might add, he was just as ** pro- 
foundly ignorant” afterward as he was before ; 
and he showed himself profoundly stupid besides, 
in supposing that he could gain an accurate 
knowledge of any religious belief, from its most 
determined and inveterate opposers. J should as 
soon think of applying to the Scribés and Phari- 
sees to obtain correct information of the religion 
of the Savior, as of consulting Hatfield and 
Smith’s works to learn the doctrines of Universai- 
ists. 

Yet Mr. Loveland has the hardihood to come 
before a Christian audience and repeat, parrot- 
like, this very discourse of Mr. Hill’s ; to retail 
at third hand the scandal and falsehood of others. 
Perhaps I am not perfectly warranted in saying 
that he repeated the discourse ; but I think I 
shall succeed in convincing my hearers, before I 
close this review, that he repeated a very consid- 
erable portion of it. 


It is true his brethren in the ministry have pro- 
nounced Smith’s hook libelous and scandalous, a 
tissue of gross personalities ; but this, in his opin- 





ion it seems, is not a sufficient reason why he 
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should not continue to repeat the falsehoods con-| And yet sich is the course pursued by Mr. Love-| semb 


tained in the work, even from the pulpit, I pity 
the man whose sense of honesty and uprightness 
and candor is so exceedingly obtuse that he can 
pursue such a course without feeling himself con- 
demned ; or whose acquaintance with Christianity 


3, 





he will sink in hell,” you would ubtedly tefl 


Once more: If I should say, the Methodists|'te circumstan 
teach that ‘‘the more moral.a man is, the deeper | reason why he could not prove their identity, that 





led to witness the display of his borrowed 
[peed and such the evidence upon which he de-| plumage, and listen to a revised edition of an old 


sermon ; 30 he made the best of the matter which 


would permit, by giving as a 
“he “found more religion among the Infidels than 





is so limited that he does not perceive such con~| me that they teach nothing of the kind. And yet | @mong the Universalists..” You see he was deter- 
duct to be in direct contradiction with ite most | | am informed by good authority that Mr. Love- | Mined we should gain nothing by his inability to 
holy commands, land holds such opinions, and has proclaimed and | accomplish what he intended $ so he gives the 
Such, however, is the history of Mr, Loveland’s |defended them jin the pulpit. One is almost, whole weight of his testimony in favor of the Infi- 
discourse. His profound researches and exten- tempted to inquire whether hé considers morality els—a somewhat significant index, perhaps, 
sive investigation into the doctrines of Universal ihe only crime that will ‘‘ sink a man to hell ; ”, showing where his strongest sympathies are. But 
salvation, are confined almost entirely to the ser- and whether he depends for salvation upon his ‘I apprehend, with his peculiar views of religion— 
mon of Mr. Hill, a pamphlet of 24 pages, consist- | jack of morality and honesty? If so, judging | such as those touching moralily. and some things 
ing of extracts from the works of Hatfield and | from his gross, libellous and unprovoked attack Of that nature—that the Infidels will not thank 
Smith. Of the honesty and eandor of such a| upon Universalists, one would think him perfectly ‘him for deciding in their favor = and Iam sure [ 
course, we leave the hearer to judge ;—of the safe ; for certainly he has not exhibited honesty should not if he had decided'im ours. As was re- 
originality exhibited by Mr. Loveland, we cannot | or morality enough in his discourse to endanger | cently said by another, “* We @an very well bear 
weil form two opinions. ? ‘the salvation of the most malicious and depraved | his slanders, and contumely, and abuse, bet when 
2, We wish to say a few words on the injustice | barbarian. Luse this language in reference to’ he begins to praise us I shall trembte for our rep- 
of holding a denomination responsible for the opin-| Mr. Loveland ; [do not identify him with the de- | Utation. 
ions of a single individual, or of two or three in-| nomiggiioe to which he belongs, or hold them re-| But what reason does he assign, why the Infi- 
dividuals, who may belong to the denomination. ponens e for his violations of Christian charity, dels are more religious than Universalists ? Sim- 
This is the beaten h in which allthese men | or his absurdities of opinion. I do not think his| ply this :—because Infidels believe in future pun- 
have trod, {rom Mr, Hatfield to Mr Loveland ; | brethren would receive it as a very flattering com-|ishment. What, then, aceording to Mr. Love- 


and how many more there are to follow them we pliment to their intelligence or character as Chris- 


know not, and so far as ourselves are concerned, 
we care not. The course is manifestly unjust ; 
and, even admitting our doctrineto be erroneous, 
it never can be successfully opposed by misrepre- 
sentation, or by slandering those who have hon- 
estly and sincerely embraced it. 

But let me show you distinctly the injustice of 
such a course, If] should stand here and charge 
the whole Baptist denomination with being mate- 


tians, if [should charge them with holding Mr. 
Loveland’s views, or approving the course he has 


pursued. 


3. Here we might pause, and rest our whole 
defence on what we have said ; for by showing 
the injustice of attributing the peculiar opinions 
of one or two individuals to a denominatinn, we 
have removed the very foundation upon which his 
fabric is built. If such evidence is not valid 





rialists,—if I should tell you they believe the soul against other denominations,—if it is manifestly 
to be the effect of animal organization, and that it unjust to say that any sect of Christians believe 


ceased to exist at the death of the body ;—you such a thing because some particular persons of 


would say I misrepresented them ;—you would |the sect believe it,—if it would be unjust to call 


land’s reasoning, constitutes religion ? The an- 
swer is clear: a belief in future punishment ! 
Perhaps he meant endless punishment ; but we 
do not pretend to say what he meant. According 
\to this theory, the most sanguinary pirate that 
ever sailed the ocean, if he only believes im end- 
less punishment,—and especially the Mahometan 
who, if I istake not, believes in seven hells,—is- 
much more religious than the Universalist. In 
another part of his discourse, he said that Infidels- 
believe Christ to have been a follower of Zoroas- 
ter. Perhaps this is the reason why he finds more 
religion among them than among Universalists, 
who believe Christ to be the Son of God, the Me- 





tell me they do not believe any thing of the kind. the Baptist miaterialists, because Robert Hall | diator between God and men—the Savior of the 
I know they do not ; and if I should assert that | was one; and the Methodists, destructionists, be- | world. But it is useless to speculate about his 


they do, 1 should utter a downright falsehood. 
But it would be just what Mr. L. has done, and 
just what Hatfield, Smith and Hill had done be- 
fore him ; and I could sustain the charge by just 
such evidence as they have brought to sustain a 
similar charge against us. The Rev. Robert 
Hall, one of the most eminent ministers that ever 
belonged to the Baptist denomination, frankly 
confesses himself a materialist ; in proof of which 
we give you the following language from his let- 
ter to the Broadmead Church. He-says, “ I am, 
and have been for a long time, a materialist, 
though I have never drawn your attention to this 
subject in my preaching. My opinion, however, 
on this point is that the nature of man is simple 
and uniform ; that the thinking powers and facul- 
ties are the result of a certain organization of 
matter ; aod that after death he [man] ceases to 


be conscious watil the resurrection.”” This is! had thoroughly investigated the subject ; bet it 
| gitly 4 z) 


| cause Mr. Storrs, Mr. Shinn and Mr. Field, are | €#89n8, a9 it is a matter of doubt whether they 
destructionists ; or to accuse them of believing | Were known to himself. 
that ‘‘the more moral a man is, the deeper he| He next proceeds to give a sketch of what he 


will sink in hell,”’ begause Mr. Loveland believes 
so ;—if such a course would be manifestly unjust, 
as we have already shown, then the course which 
Mr. Loveland and his predecessors have pursued 
against us is unjust. If I should state falsehoods 
in saying that the Baptists are materialists, and 
that the Methodists are destructionists and anti- 
moralists, then Mr. Loveland, and those from 
whom he has stolen, or borrowed, his djscourse, 


are guilty of falsehood in making the charges! ly what it once was. 


1 pleased to term “ proyer and modern Univer- 
salistn,” the amount of which is simply this: that 
our doctrines at the present time are not precise- 
ly, tn all respects, like those promulgated by Mur- 
ray and Winchester. Undoubtedly this is a mark 
of dangerous heresy, in the opinion of Mr. Love- 
land ; but if he will read the lives of John and 
Charles Wesley, by De. Whitehead, he may find 
that the doctrine of the Methodists is not precise - 
And if he will read Calvin’s 








they have against Universalists and Universalism. | lastitutes, he wilf mistrust, perhaps, that Calvin- 
The case ig a plain one; it admits of no pallia- | ism is not what it was in Calvin’s time. The 
tion ; not even the plea of ignorance can extenu-| story which he tells about Mr. Ballou being em- 
ate the gross injustice with which be has treated ployed to preach for Mr. Murray’s society and be- 
us; for he came here with the pretence that he | ing turned away, on account of the difference in 

their doctrines, is not true ; and he ought to have 








precisely the same view on this subject which Mr. seems his researches had beenalmost wholly con-| known enough not to have stated it for truth, from 
Balfour entertains, and which Mr. Loveland, | fined to Smith’s book of seurrility and scandal, |the very fact of its being found in Mr, Smith’s 


copying his predecessors with a fidelity of imita-| which his own brethren have pronounced libellous | book. 


tion worthy of an ape, has wickedly distorted and 
attributed to the whole denomination of Universal- 
ists, With just as much propriety might I charge 
the whole Baptist denomination with this opinion, 
because it was held by Mr. Hall, as there is in 
Mr. L.’s charging us with it, because it is held by 
Mr, Balfour ; and he who accuses the Universal- 
ists of being materialists, is just as liable to the 
charge of (falsehood and slander, as I should be 
in accusing the Baptists of the same thing. Any 
process of reasoning which will free them from the 
charge will free us from it. 

Again: if I should say that the Methodists de- 
py that the souls of the wicked are immortal ;— 
if 1 should accuse them of believing that the 
wicked will be utterly destroyed ,—annibilated, — 
you would tell me the assertion was false. I 
know it would be; and I should be « wicked fal- 
sifier, if | should make such an assertion ; but it 
would be doing by them just as Mr. Loveland has 
done by us; andI could give you the authority 
of the Rev. George Storrs, Rev: Asa Shion and 
Rev. Dr. Field, in support of my assertion. But 
would that prove that the Methodists as a denom- 
igation entertain such views? Certaioly not. 


same falsehood’s and slanders are condensed inio 
a form more convenient for a man whose mind 
|is not sufficiently capacious or penetrating to en- 
‘able him to do the work for himself, 

With these considerations we might close this 
discourse, having fully shown the fallacy of the 
evidence by which the charges against us have 
been sustained ; and we sheuld pursue the sub- 
ject no further, were it not that some points which 
, we do believe, have been introduced by Mr. Love- 
land, and so misrepresented—so caricatured—as 
hardly to be recognized. It is necessary, there- 
fore, that we should make some distincticns be- 
tween his falsehoods and misrepresentations. 

The professed object of Mr. Loveland, ia de- 
livering this discourse of Mr. Hill’s, was to prove 
the identity of Universalism and Infidelity. But 
in the very opening of his remarks he acknowl 
edged that he could not prove their ideptity ; or, 
in other words, he admitted that he could not ac- 
complish the work he had undertakea. This 
seemed rather a humiliating position ; especially 
as he had given out word beforehand what he in- 





° | 
and scandalous,—and to Hill’s sermon, where the} His next charge is that ‘‘ Universalists deny the 


divinity of Christ.” If he means to say that the 
great majority @f Universalists in this country are 
Unitarians, he is correct. We do believe in 
‘*one God and one Mediator between God and 
men, the man Christ Jesus, who gave nimself a 
ransoin for all to be testified in due time.’ This 
is our creed on this point ; and any one who had 
ever read our publications at all, would not need 
to repeat Mr. Hill’s sermon in preef of the fact. 
This constitutes the fifth section of the sermon. 
Mr, Loveland next tells us that Universalists 
teach, ‘‘ that a man is no more to blame for the 
sin he commits, than he is for being lame or 
blind.” . This he finds in the eleventh section of 
Mr. Hill’s sermon. Bat it is utterly false, let who 
will be the author of it ; and the quotations which 
I find in the sermon, and which I presume Mr. 
Loveland used, do not sustain the proposition at 
all. One of his quotations is certainly a curi- 
osity, In the space of eight lines, besides some 
remarks of his own, he has given us six separate 
qu His extracts are from Mr. Ballou’s 
* Treatise on the Atonement,” where he gives 





tended to do; and quite a congregation had as- 


his opinion on the origin of moral exil, kt bas 
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novhing to do with the guilt of the sinner at all, as 
any one with a very moderate share of common 


“< prayer has wo effect on Ged.” This is the ninth 
section ef Mr. Hills sermon. And we acknowledge 


sense, could not fai to perceive by reading the para-|that our accusers, probably by mistake, have 


from which the quotations are taken. But the 
bility is that Mr. Lovetund never saw it in Mr. 
‘Ballow’s werk ; but took it fer granted that it was 
Jost as Mr, Hill said it was, le anothém part of his 
work, Mr, Ballou says, Ged had no eccusion to 
hate Adam after his transgression.” If we admit the 
immutability of God, I do not see how we can make 
outa very dangoreus heresy from this sentiment, 
And Paul expressly dectares'that “ God commendeth 
his love towards us, in that, white we were yet sim 
ners, Cheist died for as.? * What!” exclaims Mr, 
iL., “dees God tove sinners 2 Then he did not hate 
Adam atter he had transgressed, did he? What 
abominable heresy t how ficentious. such a doctrine 
‘must be 1” Very well; we leave him to contest the 
point with St. Pauk But after all, you see his quo- 
tutions have nor the least reference to the guilt of the 
sinner ; and U challenge Mr. Loveland, or any ove 
else, ta sustain his proposition from the writings of 
any ininister of oer denomination. If aman is natu- 
rally and totally depraved,—his nature wholly cor- 
rupt,—then, of coarse, he cannot be blamed for sin- 
ning 5 for every net mast necessarily he sin. We do 
not believe that all mankind are naturally and totally 
depraved ; though | confess the course pursued hy 
the lecturer, we are reviewing, has had a tendency 
to shake my fuith a little on this point. | am not 
‘sure that a few mere such examples would not in- 
— we to make some exceptions to the generat 
rule. 

Mr. Lovetand next charges us with tenching “that 
the death of Christ has no more efficacy in accom- 
plishing the galvation of man, than the death of a 
Heast.” This assertion is falve ; and more than that 
—it is absurd. And if he did not know it was so, 
whew he made it, have given him credit for far 
tnore intelligence than he possesses. If he did know 
that it was false, and still made the assertion, | have 
given him credit for too much honesty and moral in- 
tegrity. He may take either horn of the dilemma he 
chooses. On either of them his situation is not very 
enviable, 

We now come toa point on which the lecturer 
seems to have dwelt with much delight, having in- 
troduced three distinct propositions ; corresponding 
to the second, third and fourth sections of Mr. Hills 


discourse. and each of them covering almost pre-| 


cisely the same ground. Mr. Loveland says that 
** Universatixts believe the soul to he a part of the 
hady ;"—** that there is no soul separate from the 
body 5” ated “that the¥e will he «a new creation 
sone time or other.” All this is a gross misrepre- 
sentation—a wicked caricature—of Mr. Balfour's 
ypinions. He desies the immortality of the soul ; 
the says he has no hope of a future life, only by a re- 
surrection from the dead; and if there is no resur- 
rection, the, death is the end of ourexistence. Such 
are Mr. Balfour’s opinions ; and Mr. Le Fevre, per- 
haps, agrees with him, But they are no more the 
«loctrines of our denomination, because they are held 
by Mr. Batfour and Mr. Le Fevre, thao they are of 
the Baptist denomination, because they were held by 
the Rev. Robert Hall. Let this suffice on this 
‘point, 

We are next told, from the seventh section of Mr. 
Hills sermon, that <* Cniversalists reject the doctrine 
of the atonement by Christ.” And several quota- 
tions are introduced from various authors ; but in- 
stead of oljecting to the doctrine of the atonement, 
in the sense of a reconciliation, as taught in the 


seripture, they object to the “ vicarious atonement,” | because as they acknowledge, there is no divine | 
—to the common doctrine that Christ suffered the | command for the observance of any other day; and | 


penalty for man’s transgressions, which is not taught 
wm the scripture. A garbled extraet was given fromm 
Mr. Ballou’s writings, under the pretence of proving 
that we reject the atonement. Let me give you a 
short extract from the same work. Mr. Ballou says, 


“'To say that God loved man any less, after trans- | reason why we should not observe it as they did.— | 


gression than before, denies his unchangeability; but 
to say that man was wanting in love to God, places 
Aim in his real character. As God was not the un- 
reconciled party, no atonement was necessary for 
his reconciliation. Where there is dissatisfaction, 
it presupposes an injured party; and can it be hard 
to determine which was injured by sin, the Creator, 
or the sinner? If God were unreconciled to man, 
the atonement was necessary, to renew his love to 
his creature; but if man was wnreconciled the atone- 
ment was to renew his love to his Creator. 
The matter is cow stated so plainly, that no person 
who can read, can mistake.” Why did not the lec- 
turer int this in proof that Universulists reject 
‘the atonement? 
be had found it in Mr. Hill’s sermon; but we have 
no reason to believe that Mr. Loveland ever reat 
be —— from which he pretended te quote, or that 
ws any thing about it, except fromthe garbled 
extracts furnished him by Mr. Hill, 
The next accusation against us, is, that we 


the truth for once. We do not believe that the im- 
mutable Ged can be induced to change his eternal 
purposes by our supplications. And we are happy 
to know that, in this respeet, we agree with the most 
learned aad eminent divines. The following, quoted 
from “ Sawyer’s Review of Hatfield,” is from the 
Rev. Dr. Blair, one of the most eminent men of the 
church of Seotland. ‘ ‘To what purpose, it may be 
asked, is homage addressed to a being whose pur- 
pose is unalterably fixedy to whom our righteousness 
extendeth not, whom by no arguments we can per- 
suade, and by no supplications mollify?—The ob- 
jection would have weight if our religious addresses 
were designed to work any alteration on God, either 
by giving him information of that he did pot know, 
er by exciting affections which he did not possess, 
or by indueang him to change measures which he had 
previously formed. But they are only crude and 
| imperfect notions of religion whieh can suggest such 
jideas. ‘The change which our devotions are design- 
j}ed to make is upon ourselves, not upom the Almighty. 
| Their chief efficacy is derived from the good dispo- 
| sitions which they raise and cherish inthe human 
| soul.” We might give you a number of similar ex- 
| cracts from the most learned and pious men. Buck 
‘in his Theological Dictionary takes the same view 
of prayer. And this is precisely the doctrine incul- 
cated in the quotations from Universalist writers, in 
Mr. Hills discourse, probably the same used by Mr. 
Loveland. If they had. known the opinions of the 
inost eminent evangelical divines on this point, pro- 
bably they would not have brought this charge 
against us. We say, therefore, they have told the 
} truth by mistake. 

| From the tenth section of Mr. Hill’s sermon, Mr. 
| Lovelagd accuses us of teaching that ‘ our conduct 
here will make no difference in the future state.” 
This is not quite correct. We do believe that our 
conduct here may make a difference hereafter, We 
| believe that by cultivating and strengthening our re- 
|ligious faculties here, we may be able to enjoy the 
limore hereafter. We believe, for instance, that St. 
| Paud entered the future state with more exalted views, 
jand # larger capacity for enjoymentythan are pos- 
sesseil by the little child. And perhaps, as they both 
progress in knowledge and hap 
will always exist. But we do not believe that eternal 
| life—life and immortality—which is the gift of God, 
depends upon our conductin this world. And this 
is what the authors assert whom Mr. Hill has quoted. 

There is one more pointto which we would call 
attention. Mr. Hill, in the twelfth section of his 
sermon, aceuses us of denying that the Sabbath is a 
divine institution. And this accusation, Mr. Love- 
land, as usual, repeats. 

This proposition is not so clearly stated as it should 
be. It may refer ta the Jewish Sabbath—the ob- 
servance of the ‘seventy day of the week as a day of 
rest and public worship, which no one will deny was 
a divine institution belonging exclusively to the Mo- 
|saic dispensation. But it will be readilyy admitted 
that Christians do not generally observe the Jewish 
Sabbath. It seems, then, that our veeusers refer to 
the first day of the week, Sanday, or the Christian 
Sabbath. But there is ne command in the scriptures 
| for the observance of any other than the seventh day, 
|as a Sabbath; and Mr. Loveland would have known 
| the fact, if he had been as familiar with his bible as 
| he has shown himself with Mr. Hill’s sermon.—The 
| Seventh Day Baptists observe the Jewish Sabbath, 











ithey choose to observe a day for which there és a 
| command, rather than one for which there isno com- 
jmund. Wedo not admitthis reasoning to be sound; 
for, if we must observe the seventh day, because the 
| Jews were commanded to observe it, then I see no 


| I know it is contended by some that the Sabbath was 
|transferred from the seventh to the first day of the 
| week; and that the commands to observe the Jewish 
Sabbath are binding upon us, in the observance of 
Sunday. But this is a proposition of which the 
Scripture affords not the slightest proof. Nor was 
| the first day of the week ever devoted exclusively 
{= rest and religious devotion by Christians, till the 
latter part of the fourth century. ais 
We are most devoutly thankful that the Christian 
Sabbath has been observed by the great mass of 
Christians as a memorial of the resurrection of Je- 





ulso necessary that we devote a portion of our 
time to our religious improvement; and we regard 
no day so appropriate for this purpose as that on 
which the Christian Resurrection was demoustrated 
to the world. But if we say there is any divine 
command which obliges us to observe the first day 





s, that difference | 


sus from the dead. It is necessary even to our phy- | 

sical well being, that a part of our time, besides that | 

ps he might have done so, if Fete no for sleep, should be devoted to rest. And_ 
1 


of the week any more sacredly apy other day, 
we assert what perry ip ee a the wank of 

God. And we are not alone in this opmion. Buck, 
im his Theological Di ry, says, “it must be 
confessed there is no law iu New ‘Testament con- 
cerning the first day.” r Robinson, of the 
Theol | Institution at Andover, Ms., io his edi- 
tion Calmet, says, ‘we have good example and 
strong propriety in bebalf of our observanee of the 
Lord’s day.” Paul says to the Romans; “ One man 
esteemeth one day above another; another esteem- 
eth every day alike, Let every man be fully per- 
suaded in his own mind.” , 'To lossians he 
says, * Let no man therefore judge you in meat or 
in drink, or in respect of an holy day, or new 
moon or of sabbath days.” This certainly seems to 
be sufficiently clear. We acknowledge as readily 
as any other denomination, the propriety of obsery- 
ing the Christian Sabbath. 

“One word in regard to the certificate concerning 
Mr. Thomas, The main facts stated in that certiti- 
cate ate probablytrue. But Mr. ‘Thomas was edo- 
cated a Quaker; and acknowledges that he regards 
all days alike holy.. And if he is fully convinced in 
his own med, that is sufficient; no man has a right 
to question him. Bat he is able to defend himself, 
and needs none of my assistance. 

We bave now finished what we had to say in re- 
view of this new edition of Mr. Hill’s discourse, re- 
|vised and corrected by Mr, Loveland. And you 

will bear me witness that f have attacked the reli- 
gious opinions of no denomination; I have not at- 
tempted to ridicule them; I have ndfiher called the:n 

Infidels, nor said that they were worse than Infidels. 
It is the first time | have felt called upon to turn 
aside from my usual ministrations to rebuke those 
who have attacked the faith which is dearer to me 
than all things else. I have spokenw of the lecturer 
somewhat severely, but the provocation was great, 
and | have constantly avoided identifying him with 
any denomination. I have “rebuked him sharply”; 
and most richly has he merited it. My worst wish 
to him, is, that he would become a worthy and hum- 
ble of Jesus, in the exercise of Christian charity. 
And we now take our leave of him, and in al) kind- 
ness would say to him, “sin no more, lest a worse 
thing come unto thee,” 


(Originat.) 

To my Daughter. 
Trust not to beauty’s power to bring 
Thee all that’s bright and flattering.— 
In vernal freshness thou hast seen J 
} The lovely flower, that decks the green, 
Bloom forth in beauty, and all eyes 
Pay homage to its gorgeous dyes, 
Yet in one fleeting hour decay, 
And unremembered pass away. 
And thus with beauty’s fragile flower: 
Twill yield thee but a transient power. 








nn 





Trust not toall young Fancy weayes; 
For she 1s false and oft deceives: 

She oft will lure thy captive si 

To wander o’er her flowery height, 
And there thy raptur’d vision bless 
With promises of happiness. 

But trust her not, she bids thee live 
For pleasures life can never give— 
Then leaves thy star of hope to set 

| In disappointment and regret. 





And trust not Wealth’s resplendent show 
To yield thee happiness below; 
We ali, too oft, with dazzled eyes, 
Worship her empty pageantries, 
And dream that happiness is found 
} Alone in her imposing round. 
Vet trust her not; she scarce confers 
One joy on all her worshippers, 
One hour from care and sorrow free, 
For all their cold idolatry. 
Trust none of these. but turn and see 
A nobler prospect spread for thee— 
Turn and behold the angel band, 
| Religion, virtue, science, stand 
Tempting thy averted sight 
To come and share their treasures bright. 
Oh! if thou wouldst be truly blest 
Neglect not their divine behest; 
But from their stores, rich, pure, refin’d, 
Make beautiful the heart and mind; 
- Twill dignify, adorn and give 
Those pleasures formed to last and live. 
4When Fancy’s dreams and beauty’s smile 
Have ceas’d to triumph and beguile, 
And wealth and Fashion's futile train 
Shall tempt the sicken’d mind in vain. 





Grory.—We believe it was Byron who defined gio- 
ry ‘to be shot through the body, aud his name spelt 
wrong in the newspapers announcing his deasb.” 
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WATCHMAN AND REPOSITORY. 





MR. MASON TO MR. BALLOU. 
(Concluded. ) 


Your remarks on John v. 28, 29, fill me with grief 
and shame, when regarded as the production of a 
man professing the Christian religion, yet however 
slight a defence you have been able to make of your 
eystem, in face of this tremendous text, it shall not 
pass without notice. No man acquainted with the 
Greek language need be informed that the usual 
meaning of anasiasis, especially in the New ‘Testa- 
ment, has ever been understood to be a resurrection 
ef the human hody. The Jews so understood it, 
else what was the figure of a moral or political res- 
urrection derived from? Figures are modes of speech 
universally derived from things that are real or su 
posed to be real. Now any maa with half a = 
of sense can satisfy himself by reading the New 
‘Testament that this doctrine of literal resurrection 
was much in vogue in our Lord’s day; for instance 
read the history of the puzzling question put by the 
infidel Sadducees, about the woman with her seven 
husbands, &c. Now if the great mass of the Jew- 
ish people understooe by anastasis a literal resurrec- 
tion, do you think they could have understood this 
doctrine as you and Prof. Bush, the distinguished 
father of this miserable piece of modern Sadducee- 
sem, now understand it, and that too without a word 
of explanation? Impossible! The disciples of 
Christ were plain simple-hearted men, unaccustom- 
ed to employ the shuffling tactics of Universalism 
to mystify the obvious meaning of words, in order 
to do away with an offensive truth! 

Now, in opposition to your first two remarks | 
maintain, Ist, ‘That where the sense of the passage 
does not utterly forbid our understanding anastasis 
as a resurrection of the natural body we cannot 
agreeably, to the laws of language and of sound 
Biblical criticism, understand it in any other sense. 

2d. In opposition to your fifth remark, f say that 
the above is the very reason why, and true explana- 
tion of the fact, that John v. 25 cannot be understood 
as relating to the literal resurrection; for all Christ’s 
hearers knew, that at that hour the dead were not 
literally rising, hence they were, by the force of the 
above rule, obliged to understand him as speaking 
a a moral sense. 

$d. From the phraseology employed in verses 28, 
29, there is every reason for thinking that Christ 
there refers to a resurrection of the natural body, 
rather than in the 25th verse. For he had just exci- 
ted the curiosity of the Jews, by using the term 
resurrection in a figurative sense, and now he pro- 
ceeds to state, if possible more wonderful truths 
than before, or to show that his figurative language, 
at some future period, should have a literal fulfill- 
ment. Hence he says “ marvel not” ata present, 
moral resurrection for you are destined to experi- 
eace a future, literal resurrection! 

4th. Unless verses 283 and 29 refer to a different 
class of facts from that of 25, the one must be re- 
garded as a vain repetition of the other, a literary 
effence, which I would not like to charge upon the 
Son of God, or an inspired Evangelist, for the sake 
of any system. 

5th, But alas! it is nota resurrection from Hades, 
but from mnemeion a grave!! You must recollect 
that such words in common parlance and in the Bi- 
ble are used interchangeably. [t is a resurrection 
from the grave or place of burial which in ordinary 
language may with the strictest propriety be called 
a grave or a tomb or sepulchre as a burial by earth- 
quake or under water. It can be easily shown that 
noth Hades and mnemeion are used to denote the 
final resting place of the dead. 

6th. ‘I'he phrase the “‘ hour ts ing” is no more 
confined, by St. John or by common sense, to things 
near at hand than to things afar off—to things taking 
place presently and those scattered over the lapse of 
many ages as 4ch. 20 v, John also v. 28; such a re- 
mark however is too weak for an answer. 

7th, You say, you find graves and resurrection 
therefrom, used in a figurative sense in Ez. xxxvii. 
1t—14, What if you do? for [I see no pertinenc 
in such a remark. 1| find dew and smoke and hail 
and fire used in a figurative sense in nany passages 
of the Bible, as well as other books, but is that proof 
that there are no such real agents or substances ux 
dew and fire, &c.? No sir, itis a most conclusive 
demonstration, that such things are real, so a figura- 
tive resurrection implies a literal resurrection. — 
Strange that so experienced a tactician will turn his 
batteries upon bis own citadel! 

8. “You say Jesus did not say all who shall or will 
be in their graves, but all thatere, &c.” Well don’t 
the phrase the “ hour is coming” fix upon a certain 
period indefinitely future, when the event shall take 
place? Well, he says when that hour arrives all who 
are in the graves, all the past generations of men, 
shall be raised, all who then are in the graves, &c. 


the approaching hour arrives. ‘The phrase “is com- 
ing,” which you would like to confine, if you could, 
to the present, throws the whole scene forward into 
an indefinite futurity, where the present tense is 
used. Answering such remarks seems to me like 
small game; not worth powder and shot! 

9th. Your last two remarks are not accompanied 
with your usual subtlety. Don’t you see, my dear 
sir, that your last two remarks are just as forcible 
against a moral resurrection, as they are against a 
literal? Now this resurrection is represent ns gene- 
ral as universal and as the work of @ moment for the 
two classes include all men. Hence according to 
you, as all men have done some good, all will expe- 
rience a moral resurrection to life, but at the same 
time, as all have done some evil all will experience 
& resurrection to damnation! But as I understand 
the passage they who have done good ure entirely 
different persons from those that have done evil, and 
the good which they do is to obey the Gospel of 
Christ, while the evii which the sinner does is a fixed 
and finul disobedience to that Gospel. So that I 
cannot agree that all men have done some good and 
all some evil in the evangelical sense of the term. 

10th. Your view of this subject is manifestly ab- 
surd upon the very face of the thing. You will of 
course acknowledge, that the man who obeys the 
Gospel, does good, and hence all who do good are 
not morally dead, hence some persons come up out 
of a moral grave who were alive in that abode. 
Hence you are convicted of burying men alive! So, 
on the other hand those who are really, spiritually 
dead are permitted to enjoy a moral resurrection, 
but still it is to damnation! But when a man is rais- 
ed from a moral grave is he still dead? If so, what 
is rising from moral death? For he must be still 
morally dead if ne rises to damnation. So you run 
into the two absurdities of burying good men, the 
salt of the earth, the light of the world, alive and of 
raising men from one state of spiritual death and 
condemnation to another! 

I have not room to say much in regard to your 
proposition affirming the truth of Universalism, at 
present. ‘The passage which you quote is a part of 
a whole subject included between verses 12 and 21 
where the apostle is trying to exalt our view of the 
work of Christ, by comparing the benefits of re- 
demption with the evil consequences of the first sin; 
but that it does not teach Universalism [ think [ am 
prepared to show. lam not disposed to deny that 
the many, the oi pollo, used in this text is equivalent 
to pantas or all; all men. But that point conceded, 
does it teach Universalism? By no means. [ think 
Archbishop Whately expresses the sentiment of the 
apostle most admirably, when he says ‘ the main 
drift of the apostle is to set forth the universality of 
the Redemption as being coextensive with the evil in- 
troduced at the fall, which it is designed to remedy.” 
Now as the effects of the sin of Adam come upon all 
men to incline them to sin and condemnation, so the 
effects of the righteousness of Christ come upon all 
to incline them te holiness and life. But what man 
pretends that any person is guilty because Adain has 
sinned, except Adam, or that any man is innocent 
because Christ has died? 

We tmust have an actual and voluntery participa- 
tion in Adatm’s transgression, so as to partake of his 
guilt; so we must have an actual and voluntary par- 
ticipation in the righteousness of Christ to become 
holy. Hence infants, though depraved, cannot be 
lost, for as their depravity is entailed upon them 
without their agency; so will holiness and eternal 
life be entailed upon them without their agency. 
Now when the apostle declares that, by the sin of 
oue man, all men are made sinners, [ simply under- 
stand, and [ believe all Arminian divines believe the 
same, that all men are made sinners by Adam by be- 
coming more liable to sin, by being inclined and pre- 
disposed to the commission of the actual sin for 
which he was condemned. So, when he declares 
that all are to be made righteous in Christ, 1 under- 
stand that all the necessary means and provisions are 
procured for the salvation of all men, or in other 
words that Christ is the Savior of all, that he died 
for all without distinction. But because the provis- 
ions of the gospel are universal, does that prove its 
reception universal? This great Redemption is the 
means and the only means, by which, all are to be- 
come righteous—by which all are put into a salvable 
state—it is a sufficient and universal remedy, but 
suppose men refuse it? Suppose they refuse the 
medicine of divine grace, as we know they can and 
do, what then? Must not our disease reach its con- 
summation and terminate in death? ‘The 'anguage 
1 regard as didactic and instructive; pot promissory, 
as though God were deelaring the fact that all mea 
shall for a known certainty be made righteous. ‘The 
apostle is unfolding the glory of a universal plan of 
salvation, not predicting the fact of Universal Sul- 
vation! 

But to show you beyond controversy that your 





All who are in the graves when? Why then; when 


conclusion is unwarranted, I refer you back ta the 


= ee 


15th verse last clause, where the language is, “imuch 
more the grace of God and the gift by grace ”—menn- 
ing as [ suppose, all the provisions of the plan of 
Redemption—“ hath abounded unto many ” or all- 
Now Paul uses the Aath abounded the past tense. 
But how could that be proper, if he bad allusion te 
the fact that all men bad already been made perta- 
kers of the grace and gift of God; for they had not! 
He could not have alluded then to the reception of 
this grace and gift by all—to the certain salvation of 
all—but to its being provided for all)! ‘Taking youre 
view of the subject and you convict Paul of affirm- 
ing what was not true, for be affirms that all were-in 
actual possession of these gifts inasmuch as they 
had abounded so plenteously to all—that they pot 
only had the means of attaining this righteousness, 
but that they had actually atwined it. On the other 
hand, taking my view of the subject ane the difficul- 
ty vanishes at once, for he simply means that, as the 
liability to actual sin has been brought about by Ad- 
am so the power of oltaining positive righteousnese 
has been secured by Christ. : 

In conclusion, I introduce the two following tex 
to susain the argument, that some men will be finally 
lost. Luke xii. 4, 5. “ And I say unto you, my 
friends, Be. not afraid of them that kill the body and 
after that have no more that they can do; But I wilt 
forewarn you whom ye sball fear; Fear him which 
after he bath killed hath power to cast into Hell, 
yea I say unto you fear bim.” This passage is par- 
allel to a passage which 1} quoted for your considera- 
tion from Matt. x. 23 but which you turned off with 
a quibble, but your quibble will do you no service 
bere. You attempted to maintain the destruction of 
soul and body, of whieh Matt. speaks. You con- 
tended that the whole was confined f this life but 
still after its destruction, was capable of being raised 
to happiness and holiness. But you, perceive the 
language of Luke puts the work of casting into Hell 
after death, a work which men cannot do. These 
two passages from Matt. x. 23 and Luke xii. 4, 5, 
make an awful comment on Universalism and the 
former taken in connection with your explanation of 
it, last winter, shows the awful danger of not fol- 
lowing the most natural and obvious meaning of so 
plain a book as the Bibie; of turning off important 
passages of Scripture by a mere play upon words! 

My last quotation is Matt, xiii. 37—48. The par- 
able of the net. Again the kingdom of heaven is 
like unto a net that was cast into the sea and gather— 
ed of every kind; which when it was full, they drew 
to shore and sat down and gathered the good into 
vessels and cast the bad away. 

I want to ask your attention to one thing, which t 
have called it to once before, viz.: You stated in our 
debate on Matt. xxv. 31—46 that the rules of Logic 
and Biblical criticism which I quoted against you 


there, were as much against me as you. Wall you 
please prove that statement? 
I am prayerfully yours, R. Z. Mason. 


West Poulmey, July 3, 1846. 


‘(Prom the Trumpet) 
Letter from Mr. Magee, of Seotland. 


We received, by the last Steamer, letters from our 
correspondents, Mr. William Magee, of Scotland, 
and also Rev. Mr. ‘Thom, of Liverpool, Eng. Of the 
latter we shall speak in another place. Mr. Magee 
encloses to us two articles from the National Reform- 
er, the one being an extended notice from his own 
pen of Mr. Thow’s Theory of Divine ‘Trath,—the 
other a notice of some of the principle Universalise 
works belonging to the Glasgow Universalist Society. 
The object of this publication seems to be, to bring 
Universalism more into notice in the British Empire . 
It is very difficult to gain the public attention there 
to any new system of religious faith. In Scotland, 
Presbyterianisin, in England, Episcopalianism, and 
in Ireland, Roman Catholicism and Episcopalianism 
are the prevailing religions. There are dissenters 
in all these places; but these dissenters are as bigot- 
ed in detence of their peculiarities, as the three 
mammoth establishments to which we have referred. 
The pure doctrine of Jesus, it seems to us, is little 
known. There are but few who seem to take any 
interest in bringing the world to the kuowledge of the 
truth, that ‘God will have all men to be saved, and 
come to the knowledge of the truth.” We must 
wait for more favorable times. 

** Lord, for those times we wait, those times 
By prophets long foretold; 

Fly swifter, sun and stars, and bring 

That promised age of gold.’’ 

Mr. Magee says, in his advertisement,— 

‘‘In putting the foregoing small catalogue to press, 
it is deemed pecessary to publish along with it, the 
following brief answer, Xc., to the question, ‘ What 
is Universalism?’ 

It is @ belief in the ultimate holiness and happiness 
of the whole human family. God himseif proclaim- 





ed it te Abraham, saying, ‘In thy seed. shall all na~ 
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tions be blessed.” Paul says expressly that himself 
and his faithful coudjutors in the ministry labored 
cand suffered reproach because they trusted in the 
diving God, who was ‘the Savior of all meu, espe- 
cially of teem that believed.’ And Peter affirms that 
‘the “resticution of all things’ had been spoken by 
the mouth of ali the holy prophets since the world 
began. 
this blessed truth. 

Among the apostolic fathers, John, the Bishop of 
Jerusalem, Gregory Naziazen, Clement of Alexan- 
dria, and the fae-famed Origea, were the open and 
avowed advovates of this doctrine. In fact, it was 
proclaimed witk all toldness in the Christian Church 
Alueing the first three hundred years of its existence; 
and it was never found out to be a heresy aatil about 
the year 550, when it was gravely and for the first 
time condemned by a council of bishops and cardi- 





their ancient religion, but that they will adopt into it 
the more rational doctrines, the improvements and 
biblical discoveries of the neighboring sects, by which 


means the worse religion, without the ceremony of 


a reformation, will insensibly assimilate itself to the 
better.” 


There are some inquiries for Universalist books in 


Net one had failed of bearing testimony to | Scotland; but not half as many as there would be, 
| if they were better known there. 


Could a variety of 
Universalist books be deposited in Glasgow, London 
and Liverpool, and extensively advertised in the 
English and Scotch papers, we have no doubt they 
would be sought after. Mr. Magee has frequent 
calls for such works. He says,— 

About a twelvemonth ago, a literary gentleman in 
Leeds, Yorkshire, sent 12s for a copy of the second 
edition of Bulfour’s Frst inquiry; and lately, another 
author, in Bath, sent £3 for a used copy of the third 


nals, who, to suy the least, had as much wisdom of | Edition, a copy of the Second Inquiry, a copy of his 
the world as they had of the spirit of Jesus. Butin| Essays, and Williamson’s Exposition, viz. 15s per 


every age, from that down to this, there have been 
those who fave seen and testified that ‘the Father 
sent the Son to be the Savior of the world.’ Among 
the reformers, Zuinglius believed it ; and it is thought 
the Mlustrious Metancthon himself was not far from 
the kingdom. [a latter days, and in the popular 
Church, many have believed. Arckbishop Tillotsen, 
Dr. ‘Thomas Burnet, Law, the author of that inesti- 
mable work, ‘A Serious Cally Dr. Samuel Clarke, 
the Chevalier Ramsay, Dr. Phiilip Doddridge, Bish- 
op Thomas Newton, Ann Letitia Barbauld, the in- 
imitable poet, aud a host of others, whose names are 
illustrious in the Church, have been believers in this 
werld-redeeming doctrine. 

The world-renowned Rev. Neil Douglas, (the fa- 
ther of Universalism in Scotland,) and his revered 
successor, Mr. Wm. Worral, our late pastors were 
two of its most intrepid and faithful champions, 

In our own day, the celebrated and learned con- 
trevertialist, David Thom, of Liverpool, is one of 
its most able and eloquent defenders. ‘The venera- 
ble Richard Roc, late of Dublin, nuw of Exeter, has 
written several marterly treatises in its detence. 
The esteemed and philanthropic H. D. Forbes, Esq., 
of Balgownie, Aberdeenshire, has also published in 
its defence, a volume of admirable Letters; and the 
amiable Mrs. Sherwood has borne ample testimony 
to the genuine Gospel of Christ in various publica- 
tions. 

On the Contiment, especially in the north of Ger- 
many, the doctrine of Universal Salvation is advoca- 
ted by those called the Evangelical party, and Pro- 
tessor Thuluck, of the University of Halle, is their 
leader. 

In the United States of America, since the days of 
Mr. John Murray, the unadulterated truth of God has 
ween promulgated to aa incredible extent. ‘There it 
is advocated every Sabbath from uearly siz hundred | 
pulpits; by at least fwenty weekly Journals, a mouth- 
ly Magazine of many years standing, a quarterly Re- 
view, and an anoual Register. 

It is true there are but few Societies in Gt. Britain 
bearing the name Universalist; yet probably never 
was the public ear more open than at the present 
moment to hear what can be urged in favor of Uni-| 
versalisia. 


make ne profession of it. 


But this state of things 
cannot long continue, 


He who, cold aud servile, can 


! 
' 
| 











content himself with duplicity and craft, may yet a| alone. 


volume,—no bad prices certainly these tight times, 
However, if the American Universalists will furnish 
me their works, | think I could contrive to be of 
some service to them. 
Respected, sir, yours most sincerely, 
Witiiam Magee. 


NY 


: Rev, David Thom, 


We received, by the late Steamer, a letter from 
Rev. David Thom, of Liverpool, whom we have had 
frequent occasion to introduce to our readers. Mr. 
‘Thom thinks that his views are not generally under- 
stood by his American friends, and asks for an op- 
portunity to express his opinions on certain points 
with more definitenese. It gives us pleasure to pub- 
lish his communication; and we furthermore assure 
him that our colums are at his service on any ocea- 
sion. Mr. Thom say, ‘ Another English coadjutor, 
in the cause of God’s universal love, [ have met with; 
[ mean James Wapshire, Esq.,81 Baker Street, Put- 
nam Square, London. He is a man of education, 
property, standing in society, and of the highest re- 
spectability. He is the author of ‘ Scripture Revela- 
tions,’ in favor of Universalism, up to No. xi. Sold 
by ‘1. Chappell, 84 Lombard Street, London.’” We 
shall be very happy to receive copies of his work.— 
The following is Mr.’'Thom’s letter referred to above: 


Liverpoot, 3 St. Mary’s Place, 
Edgehill, June 3, 13846, 

‘© To the Editor of the Boston ‘ Trumpet’,—Dear 
Sir :—Perceiving from criticisms on different works 
of mine; contained in the ‘ American Universalist 
Quarterly Review’, ‘ ‘I'he Prospective Review’, the 
‘Trumpet’, and elsewhere, that my leading senti- 
ments are not generally understood, will you indulge 
ime with a corner in your ably-conducted and widely- 
circulated periodical, for the following brief expla- 
nation ? 

I certainly hold the doctrine of * Divine Inversion’, 
er of the mutual antagonisin subsisting between the 
nature of God and the nature of man. God loves 
man, 1 John iv. 8—10. Man hates God. Rom, viii. 
7; see also Galations, v.17. And this very contrast 
subsisting essentially between the two natures, con- 


Nor is it an unreasonable supposition, | tributes to set off, in my apprehension, the exceeding 
that many, very many, hold that sentiment, who! glory of the nature of the Creator. 


Hosea xiii. 9 ; 
Eph. ii. 1—6. 

But [ do not hold the doctrine of Divine Inversion 
On the contrary, that doctrine stands con- 


little time be supposed to believe what his reason dis-| nected—iiseperably connected— in my apprehension 


approves; but men who can feel, who can justly esti- 
mate, the moral wants of mankind—whose hearts 
bleed at the unhappiness occasioned by the doctrine 
of endless woe, iu the sincere but melaucholy mind 
—will lift up their voices against an error, pregnant 
with evil consequences above every other. But the 
time will come, and our children will live to see it, 
when no sect—not even those now regarded us the 
most rigid, in countries where free inquiry is not le- 
gally prohibited—will think it any kind of heresy, or 
of loose principles, or of vicious inclinations, openly 
to profess faith in the benevolent tendency of all the 
divine dispeasations, and in the final happiness of all 
the human race. ‘This is already half accomplished. 
All the Christian world may not be called Universal- 
ist; indeed this name may go out of use; but the sen- 
timent will be vreathed at every altar, and eventually 





of the subject, with the doctrine of man’s resem- 
blance to God, or of man having been made after the 
Divine Image: a doctrine asserted in the account 
given of man’s creation ; Gen, i. 26,27 ; and a doc- 
trine recognised, either expressly or by implication, 
throughout the whole of the inspired records. See 
especially 1 Cor, xv. 20—58. b 

‘Thus then my view of the matter is : 

1. That man in all respects resembles God. And 

2. ‘hat men in all respects is opposed to God. 

Without this combined view, I can explain neither 
Scripture, nor the phenomena of human ndture.— 
‘Taking both views together, the whole subject is per- 
fectly plain to me. ’ ; 

‘Divine Inversion’ [ have treated of especially in 
my two last works, not because it is my only view 
of the subject, but because while the «doctrine of an- 


be chanted in the songs of every assemblage of «le-|alogy or resemblence has occupied the attention of 


yout worshippers. We see the assurance of this 
happy consummation in the increasing liberality of 
the age, and in the mighty pace with which the tide 
of human improvement rolls onward. Trutu will 
rise into notice; she will enforce her claims on the 
humaa understanding; and her appeals must be 
heard. We affirm with much confidence, that, if 
different religions be professed in the same country, 
and the minds of men remain unfettered and unawed 
by iatimidations of law, that religion which is found- 

im the reasonable interpretation of the original 
Scriptures, will gradually gain over the other to it. 
We do net mean that men will formally renounce 





| 


many, the doctrine of contrast—one equally true, 
and equally important—has been hitherto, in a great 
measure, overlooked, or denied. See Sec. 5th and 
6th of my ‘ Divine Inversion.’ : 

‘I'he resemblence and the opposition, just spoken 
of, extend to the whole man ; or to all the powers, 
faculties, and capacities of human nature. 

To soma, this view of mine may appear to be ab- 
surd and indefinable. Be itso. At all events, it as 
my view. And what I entreat is, that, if attacked, 
I may be so as holding the combined view—the view 
which is mine—and not as holding the doctrine of 
* Divine Inversion’ alone. 


_ Perhaps, Editors of Universalist papers in the U- 
nited States may do me the honor to copy this in the 
columns of their respective periodicals.” 

I am, dear Sir, very truly yours. D. Tom. 
scontamememaeedll 


THE WATCHMAN. 
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ELI BALLOU, Editor. 
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Theological Discussion.—No. 22, continued. 
MR BALLOU TO MR MASON. 

Dear Sir,—You say, my “ remarks on Jobn v, 28, 29, 
fill you with grief and shame.’” Does your grief and 
shame arise from the fact, that you cannot make that 
passage teach the horrid, soul-chilling dogma of end- 
less torture? Are you ‘* filled with grief and shame’” 
when you read the following from that christian divine, 
Rev. Dr. Lightfoot, whom Dr. Clarke calls “a giant in 
Theology.’’ He says, ‘* These words might also be ap- 
plied to a spiritual resurrection, as were the former, (and 
80 coming out of the graves means in Ezekiel xaxvii. 12,) 
the words of the verse following being only translated and 
glossed thus : and they shall come forth, they that do good, 
after they hear his voice inthe gospel, to the resurrec- 
tion of life; and they that do evil, after they hear the gos- 
pel, unto the resurrection of damnation.”” lLagree with 
this, and of the writings of this learned, reverend ortho- 
dox commentator, Horne says, they “‘ are an invalua- 
ble treasure to the Bible student. By his deep re- 
searches into the Rabbinical writings, he has done more 
to illustrate the phraseology of the Holy Scriptures, and 
to explain the various customs, &c, therein alluded to, 
particularly in the New Testament, than any other au- 
thor before or since.’? Horne’s, Intro. II. 298. This 
man, sir, ‘* professed the christian religion ;’’ so I sup- 
pose his remarks on the probable meaning of this text, 
‘fill you with grief and shame.’* The truth is, you love 
to make a great bluster, in order to cover your defeat.— 
The learned Dr. Cappe also gives a similar comment on 
this passage, as you may see by looking in Paige’s Se- 
lections, p. 176, 

You say,*‘no man acquainted with the Greek language 
need be informed, that the usual meaning of anastasis, 
resurrection, especially in the New Testament, has ever 
been understood to be a resurrection of the human body. 
The Jews so understood it.” 

Now, see how the prince of critics Dr. Geo. Campbell 
puts you down. He says, of anastasis ‘* When applied 
to the dead, the word denotes properly, no more than a 
renewal of life, to them, in whatever manner this hap- 
pens. Nay, that the Pharisees, themselves, did not uni- 
versally mean by this term, the reunion of soul and body, 
is evident from the account which the Jewish historian 
gives of their doctrine, as well as from some passages in 
the gospels.’” Notes on Math. XXII. 23, and Dis. 6. P. 
| 2. Sec. 19. Thus, you find some men of acknowledged 
talents, learning, piety and orthodoxy, “* employing the 
shuffling tactics of Universalism,’’ even beside *‘you [me] 
& Prof. Bush!’? How very modest and mild you are! For 
my part, I believe in the resurrection of man,or in his “‘re- 
newal to life,’’ subsequent to natural death ; but 1 have 
yet to learn that the word anastasis or this renewal to 
life so much as implies the resuscitatiun of our present 
animal bodies. Paul says, ‘‘ there is an animal body, 
and there is a spiritual body,”’ but he does not say the 
animal body is to be renewed nor that the spiritual body 
is made out of the matter of the animal body. You say 
anastasis is a ‘* resurrection of the natural body ;’’ Paul 
says it, [the human race] is raised a spiritual body.’? 

In opposition to your second remark, I maintain that, 
Christ’s hearers did not know that the literally dead were 
not rising at that hour, for Christ said, ‘‘ that the dead 
are raised eved Moses showed at the bush.’”” He show- 
ed that Abraham, Isaac and Jacob were then alive, and 
said ‘God is not the’God of the dead, but of the living, 
for ail live unto him.”” 

Your remarks on the several reasons I offered why 
John 5, 28, 29 does not afford proof of a future life, de 
not seem to me to have much force in them, and I 
shall, therefore, submit them to our readers with 
but a slight notice. I cannot regard the 28th and 
29th verses as a mere repetition of the 24th and 25th 
verses, because in the 29th, Jesus states and additional 
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fact, viz. the resurrection of damnation or condemna- 
tion. 

1 never find mnemeion used in connexion with the re- 
surrection of the literelly dead, nor interchangeably with 
hades. 

Ezekiel, xxxvii. 11-14, shows that, coming out of the 
graves was used figuratively by the Bible writers—helps 
to establish a wsage, and hence, to establish the proba- 
bility of its being used in this manner in the passage un- 
der discussion. 1 regard John, v. 28, 29, as parallel with 
Daniel, xii. 2, and Christ in Matt. xxiv. fixes the time of 
its fulfillment at the commencement of his reign. 

As I agree with Dr. Lightfoot, Ido not discover that 
there is any absurdity in my view of the doing good and 
evil, &c., Lam not ‘convicted of burying men alive,.”’ 


I hold that, these persons were morally dead until they | 


embraced the gospel, and commenced to live a spiritual 
life. I suppose, however, a person may be ‘‘dead in 
sins,*’ and yet be physically alive. Is there absurdity in 
this ? 

Asto ‘*the resurrection of damnation,’’ the idea is 
this—they were dead in sins when the gospel came; but, 
when they had heard and rejected it, their condemnation 
was increased. Their condemnation was greater, be- 
cause they sinned against greater light. 

To prove Universal Salvation, I introduced Paul's testi- 
mony,‘‘As by the disobedience of one the many were made 
sinners, so by the obedience of one shall the many be made 
righteous.’? Rom.v.19. I cannot think you are satisfied 
with the manner in which you dispose of this plain, positive 
declaration, You allow that, hoi polloit **the many”? is 
equivalent to ‘‘all men.’’ This being admitted, then, 
the plain unequivocal declaration of the apostle is, that 
by the obedience of Christ shall all men be made righte- 
ous. If a positive Bible declaration that **‘ ALL MEN 
SHALL BE MADE RIGHTEOUS,”’ is not enough to 
express Universal Salvation, what language would be 
sufficient to express such an idea? This declaration is 
too plain for you to evade. It isa curiosity to witness 
your ‘twisting and turning’’ to get around this plain 
Bible statement. 

I agree to the sentiment which the words of Arch- 
bishop Whateley properly express,—‘* the universality of 

the Redemption as being coertensive with the evil intro- 
duced at the fall which it is designed to remedy.’’? This 
is really Universal Salvation, because, being redeemed by 
Christ, is the same as being saved by him. He redeems 
the captives and slaves of sin, only by saving them from 
sin—by making them righteous or holy. Salvation is 
Redemption. ‘* The evil introduced at the fall,’’ has 
spread and become an universal evil, therefore, if the 
redemption of Christ is coextensive with this universal 
evil of sin, and does entirely ‘*remedy’’ this universal 
evil, what is this but Universal Salvation? universal 
righteousness or holiness? This worthy and grand re- 
sult can alone be ‘‘coextensive with the evil introduced 
at the fall.’” This, and this only, is an entire remedy 
for that universal evil! Thus, you can make nothing 
else but universal salvation of this text. 

We must indeed, ‘* have an actual and voluntary par- 

ticipation in the righteousness of Christ, in order to be 
holy;’’ but, that all shall become thus righteous, is the 
very thing the text asserts. If you can make the posi- 
tive declaration, ** by the obedience of Christ shall all 
men be made righteous,’? mean no more than that, * all 
are put into a salvable state’’—and that ‘*the power 
of obtaining positive righteousness has been secured by 
Christ,’’ then, you can make the Bible mean anything 
and everything, just as you please. You should remem- 
ber that sufficient means to save all, will certainly save 
all; and if all are never saved, then, this fact proves that 
the means were not sufficient to save all. Sufficient means 
to save all, must be sufficient to remove every obstacle, 
and secure a universal compliance with every requsite 
condition. You do indeed say, ‘‘ but suppose men re- 
fuse this universal remedy’? I reply, sufficient means 
to save them, is means sufficient to bring them to receive 
the remedy. Men refuse now, but Christ is to reign un- 
til all ** shall be made righteous’*—all reconciled to God 
—until he ‘* shall finish sin and make an end of trans- 
gression—until death, and him that had the power of 
death, that is, the devil, and all his works shall be de- 
stroyed’’—until ‘‘every knee shall bow and every tongue 
confess him Lord to the glory of God the Father.’’ 

I see nothing in the 15th verse, in the least opposed to 
my views. It was in the purpose and plan of God, that 


” 








“the grace and gift of God had abounded unto many’’ 
or to all; not that all had then been made acquainted | 
with his grace, nor had all, nor but a very few, then ex- 


perienced his gift. I do not pretend that the 19th verse | 


declares that all were then righteous; but that Christ 
shall make all righteous. 
event, whereas your view of the text seems to be, that 
Christ had then made all righteous, or placed them ‘‘in 
a salvable state.’’ Remember, it was then future—not 
a past event. 

With regard to Luke xii. 4, 5, the Savior does not say, 
** Fear him which after he hath killed’’ the body, **hath 
power to cast into hell,’’ gehenna. In Matt. x. 28, the 
killing of the soul or mind (i, e. spiritual death) is con- 
trasted with killing the body. Mencan kill the body, 


but God alone is the executioner of spiritual death; but | 


** after he hath killed,’’ [not the body, but with spiritual 
death,] he hath power to destroy in those terrible tem- 
poral judgments symbolized by gehenna. 
this ‘a quibble’’ 
course, I expect nothing better of you than this; but, I 
cannot allow you to supply the words, *‘the body,’ after 
the word ‘killed’? in Luke xii. 5; not even for the laud- 
able and much-to-be-desired object of sustaining your 
favorite dogma of endless torture! 

When you show that ‘* the end of the world,’’ suntelia 
lou aionos, means anything but the conclusion of the 
Jewish age, in Matt. xiii. 39, 40, 49, your argument on 
that place may amount to something. The same phrase 
occurs in Heb. ix. 26. 

With regard to your * rules of logic and Biblical crit- 
icism,’’ I mean, that, you have to interpret some portions 


You may call 
if you please; and from your past 


of Matt. xxv. 31—46, figuratively, and that, your rules | 


are as much against interpreting the 24th chapter 


. , | 
of Matthew as applicable to evenis in this world, as 


they are against such an application of the 25th chapter. 
There is no more reason for supposing that the reference 
of the 25th chapter is now future, than that the 24th is. 


Yet, you apply the 24th to the destruction of Jerusalem, 


and then make a broad hiatus in the Savior’s discourse, 
and suppose him to leap, at once, at verse 31 of chapter 
25, from the destruction of Jerusalem to the end of the 


world,—two different scenes, then, at least, some thou- | 
It is very evident | 


sands of years apart. This is absurd. 


that, the 24th and 25th chapters of Matt. are one con-| 


nected discourse of our Lord, concerning a chain of con- 
secutive events, and all in answer to the question of the 
disciples, **Tell us, when will these things be ? and what 
will be the sign of thy coming and of the end of this 
age? Matt. xxxiv. 3. 


Respectfully nanita Eur Bauuov. 


Preaching against U niversalism. 

We have been credibly informed that, Rev. John Grid- | 
ley, pastor of the Ist Congregational Church in this 
place, took it upon himself to preach one whole dis- | 
course, a week ago last Sabbath, against the doctrine of | 
Universal Salvation. We certainly have no objection to 
this; but as we suspect, there were but very few Univer- 


salists who heard him, we propose to publish his ser- | 


mon in the columns of the Watchman, provided the au- 
thor will furnish us a manuscript copy of it. If he is | 
anxious to save the souls of Universalists from unending 
torment, or has any confidence in the soundness and | 


ability of his argument, we think he will comply with | 


our request, as this arrangement will place his produc- | 
tion before the minds of some three or four thousand 
Universalists, and it may be the means of converting 
some of them to orthodoxy, and thus of saving their | 
souls. How then, canthe gentleman refuse to comply | 
with our offer? Will he not do all he can to save souls, 
lest in the day of judgment, his own garments should 
not be found perfectly free from their blood? We shall | 
see. We understand that he allowed, one form of the 
doctrine of universal salvation, to be very plausible— 
very ‘**specious:’’ viz.: Rellyanism, or the idea that all 
men deserved eteinal death, but, as Christ died asa 
substitute for all, and fully satisfied the entire penalty 
of the law for all,so all will be saved. Mr. Murray, 
Dr. Huntington and others advocated Universalism 
en this ground, nor are we aware that Calvinists have 
ever fairly met their arguments. We should like to see 
the refutation, 

We understand that the Rev. gentleman declared it 
as his opinion, that ‘‘ the common sense interpretation of 
the Bible’’ is against Universalism and in favor of Par- 


It was a prediction of a future | 


a a ert ee 
tialism - eaahier’ misery. This i is very astonishing to 
us, and we desire more light on this point, so Jet ns have 
your sermon, Br. FO for sddiiksSii 


“ The Bnterprise.” 

This is the title of a new and interesting paper, of a 
medium size, just started in Randolph Centre, in this 
State. It is a novel affair, being got up and conducted 
wholly by a few enterprising *boys,’’ under eighteen 
years of age. The whole concern, we are told, is of 
their production, save the paper and type. To produce 
a printing establishment, in this way, and edit and pub- 
lish a useful monthly paper, is surely an Enterprise 
worthy a generous patronaze. The number before us, is 
well filled, with original a:ticles by varions good and 
The articles 
by Mr. G. V. Maxham, first editor, are in good taste, 


popular writers, and judicious selections. 
and evince a mind of the first order. Every thing from 
the pen, or rather, brain, of the wonderful boy, T. H. 
Safford, jr., must of course be interesting. He is also 
The publishers are H. 4. & G. Partridge & 
Co. The. price being only 25 cents per year, we can but 


an editor. 


hope that every family to whom this notice shall come, 
will at once patronise our enterprising ** boys.’’ The 
paper will be worth five times the cost, unquestionably. 
Send in the names and cash, by thousands, R.S. 


Nature, 

A little boy, in this village, about 4 years old, gave 
| the best evidence we have seen, for some time, of the 
when it is not 
hardened and corrupted by the vices of the world; and 
a most striking refutation of the theory that advocates 
the innate, total depravity of the human affections, and 
He had proba- 

bly heard of the odject of public martial parades; that it 
| was to train people to the art of slaying each other.— 


natural benevolence of the human heart, 


also uamerciful sanguinary punishment. 


From such an object his feelings instinctively revolted. 

Hence while a company was parading before his father’s 

| house, he was requested several times to go to the door 

j to see it; but he gave, in each instance, the emphatie 

|reply, **} don’t wantto. They kill folks, mother! they 

kill folks, mother’’!! K. H. 
Shoreham, Vt. 


Converted Clergyman. 

| The editor of the Western Universalist, published at 
| Indianapolis, Ia., publishes the following account of the 
‘conversion of a clergyman to the trie principles of the 
Gospel, in his paper of July 4th: 

** We have received a letter from Rev. Josiah Davis, 
| who resides near Clinton, Ia., in which he says, he has 
lembraced with all his heart, the glorious doctrine of 
Universal Salvation. Br. Davis for many years, has 
been a minister of the United Brethren Chureh, and one 
| too of its most talented, respectable and influential min- 
isters. He has occupied some very important stations in 
that denomination, and has ever been highly esteemed, 

; not only by the brethren of his communion, but by Chris- 
tians of all names where he has been known, 1g 

The following article is from the Gospel Banner : 

ANOTHER CLERGYMAN BROUGHT TO LIGHT.—The 
| Utica Magazine says that Rev. Lyman Perry, of the 
‘Christian denomination, has had the eyes of his nnder- 

| standing opened, so as to see and rejoice in the salyation 
lof God, as being universal. He is engaged to preaeh in 
Lockport, N. ¥. The Magazine says: 

‘** We do not desire that a/l Purtialists should fal) mte 
our ranks; neither can they till they become more en- 
| lightened and more moral. But Br. Peiry is just such a 

man as we want; and we hope that others, us soon as 
| they shall become worthy the name Universadist, will 
lexchange their creeds for the Bible; enlist under the 
| great Captain of a world’s salvation, and fight manfully 
the * battles of the Lord.’ ”’ 


We learn from the niineed Founiain that Br. John 
Moore, now of Troy, N. Y., has accepted an invitation 
to become the Pastor of the Third Universalist Society 
in Lowell, Mass. He will remove to Lowell abous the 
first of October next. 

UNIVERSALIST PAPER IN Missourr.—Br. L. C. 
Marvin, formerly of New Jersey, has commenced pub- 
lishing a paper devoted to the great plan of Universal 
Salvation as unfolded in the Scriptures, at Boonville, Me. 
We wish him great success and prosperity in the good 
undertaking. 





The letter from Rev. David Thom, on our 2ist page, 








we took from the Trumpet. 
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Dedications. 

A new and elegant Universalist Meeting House was 
dedicated at Erie, Pa., June 27th, Sermon by Rev. 8. 
R. Smith. 
participated in the services of a two-day’s meeting. Br. 
P. Morse was expected to become Pastor of the Society, 
but was reported as being unwell. Br. Gifford, who has 
since lost his speech, formerly labored at Erie, and did 
much for the establishment of our cause there. 

At Cleaveland, Ohio, the friends of our cause, some- 
time since, purchased an unfinished church of the Meth- 
odists, and having now completed it, will dedicate it to 
the Universal Father, August Ist. The Methodists ‘* be- 
gan to build but were not able to finish;’? so they sold 
to the Universalists. We hope our cause may become 
permaneatly estublished in Cleaveland. 

Br. Sargent, [ have not the least knowledge of the 
obituary you mention, 


Remittances for the Watehman. 
5. W. Labaree, Hartland for J. S. $6; John Salisbury, 


Brs. Everett and Stacy were also present and 


Warren, R. I., for self $1.50; Br. D. Platt, of Stratford, | 


1 have received all the payments you mention. |. Thomp- 


son jr. Wallingford, $1,50; Rev. E. C. 2. of W. Berk- | 


shire, $5 for H. T. W., E. C. and D. B. 


Quarterly Conference, 

A meeting of the Franklin county Conference of Uni- 
versalists, will be holden, according to adjournment, at 
West Berkshire, on Wednesday and Thursday, 12th and 
13th of August next. The brethren in the region round 
about, are cordially invited to attend, and feast with us 
upon the dainties of the table of our common Lord and 
Master. Brethren in the ministry, who among you will, 
or rather will not, heed the call ? 
wa Per order, E. C. PAYNE. 


A Call for Ordination. 

Brs. Ballou, Palmer, Warren, Sanborn, and Sampson, 
of the Northern Association, and all the ministers in the 
Champlain Association, are requested to attend at Hines- 
burgh, on the 3d Wednesday i» August next, at 9 o’eclock, 


A. M., for the purpose of conferring ordination on Br. | 
Silas Waketield, if thought proper after examination, | 


The meeting is to continue two days; and all other 
preachers, not named in the above call, are affectionate- 
ly invited to attend, und all the people far and near. 


Call on Br. W. LL. Douglass, in the village, or Br. Rufus | 


Patrick, one mile north, for directions to places of enter- 
tuinment. T. BROWNING, Com. on Ordination. 
Richmond, July 17, 1846. 


A Call for Ordination. 

Bis. Tubor, Warren, Ballou, Sampson, and Palmer, 
from the Northern Association, and all the preachers be- 
longing to the Champlain Association, are hereby re- 
quested to be present at West Berkshire, Vt., on the 12th 
of August next, at 9 o’clock. A. M., for the purpose of 
conferting ordination on Br. E. C. Payne, if thought pro- 
per after examination. 

T. BROWNING, Com. on Ordination. 

Richmond, July 13, 1846. 

N.B. The meeting is to be continued two days. 





Vews Department. 


Late vrrom tus Aemy—Fourta or Jutyin Mex- 


ico.—Advices from New Orleans to the evening of 


the 17th have been recieved at Washington, with let- 
ters from Matamoros of July 3d 5th. 

Gen. Taylor announced to two of the regiments on 
the 4th, thatin afew days he would have boats to 
transport them to Camargo, whence be would put 
them directly in motion for Monterey, and if they sot 
no fight before the summer closed, it would uot be 
his fault. 

The papers of Texas and Matamoros are full of 
details of the celebration of the 4th. 
holdingup. Some sickness prevailed; mostly bowel 
complaints, The measles had appeared in Mark’s 
regiment, and several men were down with the com- 
plaint. 

Mr. D. F. Gray had arrived in Reynosa from the 
upper country, by way of Monterey, and reported 
the Mexicans full of apathy to the war. 


Five hundred Mexican volunteers at Monctalova | 


had refused to serve on hearing of Gen. Taylor’s 
Victories, 

Some disaffection among the Louisiana volunteers 
had appeared, but it would be settled, having been 
referred to Gen. Smith. 


wees 





A daughter of Mr. Orren Hoyt, of Lansinburgh, | ling upon and breaking to pieces the roof. The} Stowe. July 20th, A. D. 1846. 


- ¥., came to her death last week from eating the 
orus from a bunch of loco foco matches. 


| The meeting of the Stockholders of the Vermont 
| Central Railroad Company, July 20, was large and 
harmonious. The only changes in the officers were 
‘in the Board of Directors, which is as follows: 
Cuartes Parne, Northfield. 

Rosert G. Suaw, : Boston. 


Samvuer S. Lewts, 
Jacos Forster, 2 
Tianens. Wiluawe, Charlestown, Ms. 
Joun Peck, Burlington. 
Lucius B, Pecx, Montpelier. 
Rome. Excecrion or tHe Pore. ‘The election of 
‘ Pope was made with much greater dispateh than was 


anticipated, having been got over in 48 hours. None | 
of the foreign cardinals had time to be present. ‘The 


choice of the Conelave fell on Cardinal Masti-Fer- 
etti, who was accodningly proclaimed the 258th suc. | 
cessor of St. Peter, under the name of Pius 1X. He 
is ove of the youngest cardinals ever elected to the 
papacy, being only 54 years of age. He possesses a | 
high character of piety, virtue and talent, and is said | 
to be one of the most liberal and enlightened men of’! 
all Italy. 


Tue Poraro Crore. Weregret to hear that the} 
heretofore liberal prospect of'a large and good crop | 


‘ofthis useful vegetable, is in many places in this) 


The Britannia left Boston for Liverpool on the 16th 
inst. with 93 passengers for Liverpool and 11 for Halifax. 
On the 18th, during a dense fog, she ran on the rocks 
| about 30 miles to the N. E. of Halifax. She succeeded, 
after some trouble, in backing off and finally arrived at 
| Halifax. After stopping a leak &c., she put to sea, 
Monday morning July 20th. 





Tue OreGon TReEAty.—The language of the treaty 
| respecting the navigation of the Columbia River is, that 
it ‘shall be free and open to the Hudson’s Bay Compa- 
ny, and to all British subjects trading with the same.’’ 
| If the Hudson’s Bay Company exists always the British 
| will be entitled to the navigation of the Columbia and 


its North Branch always. 


‘To Make Water Cotp vor Summen.—The follw- 


jing isa simple mode of reducing water almost as 


cold as ice—Let the Jar, pitcher, or vessel used for 
the water be surrounded with one or more folds of 
coarse cotton, to be constantly wet. The evapora- 
tions of the water will carry off the heat from the in- 
side, and reduce itto freezing point. In India and 
other tropical regions, where ice cannot be procured, 
this is common. 


“Come over and help | 


The rains were | 


country entirely destroyed. 
|lunds many of the farmers have ploughed up their 
| fields and replanted them, 
will not be a third of a crop, and what there is will 
‘be ofa miserable quality. ‘The cause we do not 
‘learn, but itis something that has oceurred to the 
jcrop within the last fortnight. 
we never saw finer looking fields than the potato fields 
of Kings county. —Brooklyn Eagle. 


“Deaconina.” Atthe close of the 4thof July 


thee,” was sung by the choir and the congregation,and 
the words, according to ancient custom, were “ dea- 
coned” off by a Rev. Mr. Waldo, a venerable clergy- 
man of revolutionary times. At the close of the din- 
ner, a psalin was sung in the same wuay,—the psalm 
which Washington caused to be read and sung when 
he took commanl of the army at Cambridge.—Nor- 
| thampton Gazette. 


Pa., in the month of April last, cured Charles Sass- 


aman, a boy 16 years old, by the use ef a solution of’! 


the extract of cannabias Indica or Indian Hemp. Ao 
| aqueous solution of the extract of cannabis Indica, 


containing two grains to the tea-spoonful, was direct- | 


led to be administered, at intervals, and in the course 

ofa few days the patient 
This is an important discovery. 
case are to be found recorded in the last Boston Med- 
ical and Surgical Journal. 


Navav.—Orders have been recieved here to pre- 
pare forthwith estimates of the cost of fitting out the 
U.S. ships Penusylvanuia and Delaware, and frigate 
Constellation, now lying at the navy yard. ‘The U. 
S. ships North Carolina, 74 guns, at New York, and 
Ohio, 74 guns, at Boston, are now being repaired and 
fitted for sea, and also the razee ladepenidence, at 
Boston, and the frigate Brandywine here.—Norfolk 
Beacon. 


The St. Louis papers ofthe 15th inst. state that 
the Mormoneity of Nauvoo was again the theatre 
of excitement. Onthe 12th, a body of about eighty 
persons, mounted and armed, left there for the pur- 
pose of pursuing some desperadoes who, it was said, 
had severely beaten a small party of Mormons and 
New Citizens, whilst engaged in harvesting ina field 
ashort distunce from the city; five or six of them 
were arrested and lodged in jail on Saturday. [t 


was believed that a fight between the New Citizens | 


and Anties was uearer a crisis and more probable 
i than at any time since the origin of the difficulties. 


afeminine exploit—of no common significance :— 


“Tne tapirs vs. Bownine Atieys.—On Friday | 
morning the 19th of July, between the hours of one | 


and two, about forty ladies of the village of Utica, 
| Michigan, secretly assembled, proceeded to a bow- 


| ling alley, armed with axes, hatchets, hammers, &e, | 


jand completely demolished it. 


They bad viewed 


| waited in vain for some legal proceeding against it, 
| determined for once to take 
|hands. ‘hey went at it with mueb spirit and energy 
| —hicked the bed of the alley—tore down the walls— 
| razed the roof to the ground, and finished with tramp- 


building was 80 feet long, and this work of destruet- 
ion was accomplished in little less than an hour.” 


In Flatbush and Flat- | 


At the poorhouse, there | 


Three weeks ago, | 


Oration in Westfield, the ode, My Country ’tis of | 


Locxsaw Coren. Dr. Isaac Heister. of Reailing, | 


was entirely relieved. | 
The facts in the | 


The Detroit Daily Advertiser gives this account of 


this insidions foe to their domestic peace for some | 
time with an anxious and jealous eye; ard having | 


the law into their own) 


A writer says that Oregon derives its name from 
| the plant oregano. or wild marjoram, which grows. 
in great profusion there, 





Appointments. 


| The Editor will preach in Northfield, next Sabbath. 
Br. Warren will preach in Williamstown next Sunday. 
Br. J. Forister will preach in Ludlow the Ist Sabbath 
i'm August. 

Br. E. C. Payne will preach at Richford the Ist Sun- 
day in August. 

Br. J. H. Burnham appoints to preach in Charleston 
at the stone church tite Ist Sabbath in August. 
| Br. R. Streeter expects to preach at Orange Centre, on 
| the first Sabbath in August. 

Br. T. Browning will preach in Duxbury the Ist Sab- 
bath in August, and Br. Wakefield, at Jericho 4 Corners, 
the same day, 

Br. S. W. Squire will preach in Walden, the 2d Sab- 
bath in August. 





Married. 
In Barre, by Rev. R. S. Sanborn, Mr. Waters Smalley 
to Miss Julia Tilden, both of B. 

In Milton, July 2, by Rev. Mr. Dickson, Mr. Joseph: 
| Tilotson, to Miss Mary Conant, both of Swanton Falls. 





Died. 

In this village, July 25th, after a protracted sickness 
which she endured with perfect resignation, Mary, wife 
of Sylvanus Ripley, aged 53 years. She had been for 
many years a worthy member of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, and died in the blessed hope of the Gospel. 
The heartfelt thanks of the bereaved family are tendered 
to their neighbors and friends for their kind attentions 
during the long sickness of the deceased. 

In Duxbury, July 22, Emilyette, daughter of Richard 
and Ann Eliza Lyman, aged 19 years. She was dutiful 
and amiable in life—patient during a protracted sickness 
—calm and resigned in the prospect of death, anticipa - 
ting a better world. May the numerous bereaved rela- 
tives be comforted by the gospel of peace and love. 

Ep. 

In Richford, Vt., June 25th, Rhoda A. Goff, aged 15 
months. Inthe death of this young and beautiful child 
we are but too plainly taught, that 

* Man isa tender, transient flower 
That in the blooming dies.” 

Only the day previous to her death she appeared to be 
in usual good health, but eer the setting of that day’s 
sun, a sad change came 9’er her joyous spirit. A strange 
and uncontrollable disease seated itself upon her life, 
and the ** harp of a thousand strings’? was unstrang; and 
she who had been wont to enliven and impart a charm 
to the little family circle, was laid low in death, 

E. C. Payne. 





Edwin Thomas's ¥state. 
VHE subscribers, having been appointed by the Honorable 
Probate Court for the District of Lamoille, Commission- 
ers. to receive, examine and adjust all claims and demands of 
all persons against the estate of Edwin Thomas, late of Stowe, 
in said district, deceased, represented insolvent, and the term 
of six months from the 20th of July, allowed , by said Court, to 
the creditors of said deceased, to exhibit and prove their re- 
spective claims, before us Do give notice that we wil! attend 
to the duties of our appointment at the office of W. H. H. 
, Bingham, in Stowe, in said District. on the LOth days of Sep- 
| tember 2nd November next, at 10 o’clock in the forenoon. on 
beach of said days. W. H. H BINGHAM, 2... 
S. W. MARSHALL, 5*°™™ 


| pus MAGAZINES for August can be obtained at Som. 
L erby’s 13 State street. All splendidly embellished. 
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Poetry. 
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PARRA NR 


COrrginat. } 
Toa Friend. 


I saw her once—The rose of health 
Bloomed faintly, on her cheek ; 
And her fair forehead, told of wealth 

Which misers never seek. 


A pensive sweetness, when she smiled, 
Showed a reflecting mind ; 

And much I loved the gentle child 
So modest and refined 


Too pure, she seemed, for mortal birth— 
An Angel clothed with clay, 

From which each grosser stain of earth, 
Had all been washed away. 





I knew not then, how frail a thread 
Detained her from the skies— 

I saw not then her wings half spread, 
In eagerness to rise. 


But she hath left the household band 
Euch earthly tie is riven 
And still her lonely kindred stand, 
** Gazing up into heaven.’’ (Acts Ist. 11th.) 


The sister dear forgets her toys,— 
There’s sadness in her tone ; 
Gone are her little childish joys,— 

How can she play alone ? 


The parents’ eyes are dim with tears— 
Yet still they see a light ; 

A beam of hope dispels their fears, 
And brightens sorrow’s night. 


Their dearest treasure earth contained, 
r Is now to heaven removed ; 
Nor can their yearning hearts remain 
Away from their beloved. 


A “still small voice ’’ salutes their eare— 
** Bow to my chastening rod, 

And I will wipe away thy tears— 
Still put thy trust in God.”’ 








Miscellany. 





The Cottager. 
BY MRS. L. 8S. SIGOURNEY. 


Tere was a labouring man, who built a cottage 
for himself and his wife. A dark grey rock over- 
hung it, and helped to keep it from the winds. 

When his cottage was finixhed, he thought he 
would paint it grey, like the rock. And so exactly 
did he get the same shade of color, that it looked 
almost as if the little dwelling sprang from the bosom 
of the rock that sheltered it. 

Atter a while the cottager became able to purchase 
acow. Inthe summer, she picked up the most of 
her own living very well. Butin the winter, she 
needed to be fed and kept from the cold. 

So, he builta barn for her. It was so small, that 
it looked more like a shed than a barn. Butit was 
quite warm and comfortable. 

When it was done, a neighbor came in, and said, 
*‘ what color will you paint your barn?” 

“f had not thought about that,” said the cotta- 

2 
“Then [ advise you, by all means, to paint it 
black; and here is a pot of black paint, which I have 
brought on purpose to give you. 

Soon, another neighbor, coming in, praised his 
neat shed, and expressed a wish to help him a little 
about his building. ‘‘ White is, by far the most gen- 
teel color” he added, ‘and here isa pot of white 
paint, of which I make you a present.” 

While he was in doubt, which of the gifts to use, 
the eldest and wisest man in the village came to visit 
him. His hair was entirely white, and every body 
loved him, for he was good, as well as wise. 

When the cottager had told him the story of the 
pots of paint, the old man said, “‘he who gave you 
the black paint, is one who dislikes you, and wishes 
you to doa foolish thing. He who gave you the 
white puint, is a partial friend, and desires you to 
make more show than is wise. 

‘“* Neither of their opinions should you follow. If 
the shed is either black or white, it will digagee with 
the color of your house. Moreover, the black paint 
will draw the sun, and cause the edges of your boards 
to curl and split;—and the white will look well but 
for a little while, and then become soiled,—and need 
painting anew. 

“Now take my advice and mix the black and 
white together.” Sothe cottager poured one pot 


into the other, and mixed them up with his brushes, 
and it made the very grey color which he liked, and 
had used before upon his house, 





Original Reciepes. 


Inpiax Pepoinc. Bow a quart of milk, and stir in 
Indian meal till it is as thiek as you can stir it witha 
spoon; then add a a of salt,a cupful of 

| , a i poonful of ginger oy ground eina- 
ot, strgalae mon, and cold milk enough to make a thin batter. 
the cottager was fond of building,—amd he made a Boil in a bag four hours, or bake the same length of 


little arbor for it to run upen, and cluster about. - 
He painted the arbor grey. ” So the rock and the | time. Care should be taken that the water «oes not 
Pudding made 


cottage, and the shed and the arbor, were all of the | StOP boiling while the pudding is in. 
same grey color. And everything around looked |i" this way, with the addition of a quart of chepped 
neat and comfortable, though it was small and poor, *Weet apples, and baked from frour to six hours’ will 
When the cottager and his wife grew old, they be found delicious. 
were sitting together in their arbor, at the sun-set of Ixptan Caxes. Take at wight, one qnart of Indian 
a summer’s day. | meal, about balfscald it with boiling water; then coot 
A stranger who seemed to be looking at the coun- | it with cold water, so as not fo kill the brewer’s yeast, 
try, stopped and ingired, how everything around that | one tea-spoonfal of which isto be stired in, with a 
small habitation happened to be the same shade of | tea-soonful of wheat flour, ans! a tea-spoonful of salt. 
grey. | Sufficient water must be put im to make a thick batter, 
“Tt is well it is so,” said the cottager,—for my | and left to rise till morning; then add saleratus enough 
wife and I, you see, are grey also. And we have | to sweeten the mass. ‘Two or three eggs, beaten and 
lived so long, that the world itself looks old and grey | stired inis an improvement. Then bike ona griddle, 
to us now.” |and you have breakfast cakes fit for Queen Victoria. 
Then he told him the story of the black and white} Preservaryon or THE Tomato. Mr. R. B. Mor- 
paint,—and how the advice of an aged man_ a ‘rell gives us the following:—The tomato, which 
ted him from making his little estate look ridiculous | has come into universal use, and is deemed a luxury 
when he was young. aia mee | by almost every one, may be preserved for winter in 
“T have thought of this circumstance, said he, the following manner. hen ripe, let them be pre- 
so often, that it has given me instruction. He who | pared hy stewing as for the table, and seasoned to 
gave me the black paint, proved to be an enemy; and | the liking; put them in small jars (one quart) with 
and he who urged me to use the white, was a friend. | covers. Over the top put a piece of linen or cotton: 


: : : : , 
The advice of neither was good. cloth, which will cover und press the cover om; then 


“Those who love us too well, are blind to see our) ponr into the eavity melted mutton tallow, and keep 
fanits,—and those who dislike us, are not willing to 


. : | them in a cool and dry place in the cellar wntil re- 
see our virtues. One would make us all white,— 


, , qured for use. They need only be warmed vo serve 
the other all black. But neither of them are right.-| them for the table. 1 use small jars for the reason 


For we are of a mixed nature, good and evil, like the | that where they exposed to the air they soon fer- 
grey paint, made of opposite qualities. | ment.—Cultivator. 
“ff, then, neither the counsel of our foes, nor of! 


He had in one corner of his small ere of ground, 
ahop-vine. He carefully gathered the ripened hops, 
and his wife made beer of them, which refreshed him 
when he was warm and weary. 

It had always twined around two poles which he 
had fastened in the earth, to give it support. But 














cultivate a correct judgement, which, like the grey 


AAs | 


secure the good.” 


ee 


Moral Courage in Every Day Life. 


The following short paragraphs are commended ,in 
the hope that they may prove as salutary as they are 
pointed and seasonable. 

Have the courage to discharge a debt while you | 
have the money in your pucket. 

Have the courage to do without that which you do 
not need no matter how much your eyes may covet 
it. 

Have the courage to speak your mind, when it is 
necessary that you should do so, and to hold your, 
tongue when it is prudent you should do so. 
Have the courage to speak to a friend in a“ seedy” | 
coat,even though you are in company witha rich | 
one, and ricbly attired. | 
Have the courage toown you are poor, and thus| 
disarm poverty of its sharpest sting. 
Have the courage to make a will and a just one. 
Have the courage to tell a man why you will not 
lend him your money. | 
Have the courage to “cut” the most ageeable ac- | 
quaintance you have, when you are convinced that | 
he lacks principle. ‘A friend should bear with a! 
friend’s infirmities”—but not with his vices. 
Have the courage to show your respect for hon- | 
esty in whatever guise it appears and your contempt | 
<> eae and duplicity’ by whomsoever exhib- | 
ited, 

Have the courage to wear your old clothes until 
you can pay for new ones. 

Have the courage to obey your maker, at the risk 
of being ridiculed by man. } 
Have the courage to wear thick boots in winter | 
and insist that your wife and daughters do the same. | 

Have the courage to prefer comfort and propriety, | 
to fashon, in all things. 

Have the courage to acknowledge your ignorance, | 
rather than seek credit for knowledge under false | 
pretences. 

Have the courage to provide an entertanment for 
your friends with in your means —not beyond. 

Have the courage to take a good paper, and to pay, 
for it annually in advance. 

FeepinG THE Sueer.—Ministers should be careful 
how they treat the sheep and lambs of Christ,s re- 
deemed flock. ‘ How did you enjoy the preaching 
to day’” said one member of a congregation to 
another at the close of a Sabbath meeeting. ‘ Not 
atall” wasthe reply. ‘I have not been fed. I 
thought it was the minister’s business to feed the 
flock; but this man only scolds, and frets, and throws 
clubs at them, and drives them bleating and hungry 
away.” 








That man is poor, who covets more, and yet has 








not a heart to enjoy what he already possesses. 


our partial friends, issafe to be taken’ we should | ——— 


paint, mixing both together, may avoid the evil and | . 


{ed on very reasonable terms for ti 





BOOKS FOR SALE AT BOSTON PRICES. 

At this Office may be found 

oger’s Memoranda, 31,00! Mrs. Scotts Poems, 

do Pro and Con of Univ’m 1,00|Elien, or Forgive §» Forget, 37 


| Cobb's compend of divinty, 1 00/5ibyline verses or the Mir- 


Universalist Guide, 1,60) ror of Fate, ec 
Practical Hints, 75|Duties of Young Men by F. 
Balfours 2d Inquiry. 87) H. Chapin, 37 
Austin’s Voice to the Mar- Christian Graces by Mrs. 
ried, 63! Bacon. 37 
do do to Youth, 63 Sacred Flora, 37 


Life of Murray, 37 Tales from life by George 
Ballou’s Lecture Sermons, 63) Rogers, 42 
do Treatise on Atonement 50! W hittemores Conference 
Ely & Thoma’s Discussion, 50} Hymns and tunes 2 vols. 
“Law of Kindness,” by Rev. 
G. W. Montgomery—the 
best book in the world 
save one, 50 
Paige’s Com. Vol. 1. 1.00 
** Orthodoxy as at 1s,” 50 


in one, 2b 
Manual for Sunday Sheools, 2 
‘Thayers Bible Class Assos 

tant, 25 
Testaments good very cheap,!2 
Streeters Hymns &c. Xe. 








OARDING HOUSE TO RENT. -A large and con- 
venientuhouse, pleasantly Jocated, near Lebanon Liberal 
Institute, that will accommodate thirty boarders, will be ren'- 
accommodation of the 
school, if application is made soon, that arrangements may 
be made before the commencement of the fall term. 
WM. P. WILLIS. 


Lebanon, Jnne 30, 1846. 
LS ye apy ESSAY’S ON TIE CIVIL LAW, for 
sale at this Office, also by the Author at Madnd, N.Y. 
Price 12 1-2 cts. single. ‘ihe usual ciscount will be made te 
those who purchase by the dozen or hundred. 








HE MAGAZINES for July can be obtained at Somer- 
by’s 13 State street. All splendidly embellished. 
GINGLE copies of MAGAZINES and NEWSPAPERS of 
the latest dates constantly for sale at 13 State street. 





J. A. SOMERBY, 
PERIODICAL AGENT, 
AND DEALER IN 
CHEAP PUBLICATIONS AND STATIONERY, 
No. 13 State-street, 
Montpelier, Vt, 
Magazines and other Periodicals furnished free of postage 





—— 


THE UNIVERSALIST WATCHMAN 
AND CHRISTIAN REPOSITORY. 





PUBLISHED EVERY SATURDAY MORNING CORWER 
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